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REMARKS 

Introduction 

Claims 1-10 and 13-37 are pending, of which claims 13-22 have been withdrawn. In 
response to the Office Action dated November 14, 2008, claims 1 and 23 have been amended to 
more clearly define the claimed subject matter. Claims 36 and 37 have been added to recite 
additional subject matter disclosed in the original application that was not previously claimed. 
Support for the amendments and new claims is found, for example, at page 3, lines 19-28 and 
page 20, lines 5-27 of the specification. Care has been taken to avoid the introduction of new 
matter. In view of the following remarks, Applicants respectfully submit that all pending claims 
are in condition for allowance. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 103 

Claims 1 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Harper 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,939,120) in view of Chou (U.S. patent No.5,772,905). Applicants traverse 
this rejection. 

Applicants respectfully submit that amended claims 1 and 23 now recite magnetic field 
applying means for generating and applying a magnetic field to the recording medium . In the 
present application, to perform contact patterning, a magnetic field is applied to the 
stamper/imprinter (and to the magnetic recording medium) by means of, for example, a 
transducer (see, page 3, lines 19-28; page 20, lines 5-27; and FIGS. 2-3 of the present 
application). Neither Harper nor Chou, however, discloses magnetic field applying means as 
recited by amended claims 1 and 23. 
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In order to establish prima facie obviousness under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a), all the claim 
limitations must be taught or suggested. At a minimum, the cited prior art does not disclose 
expressly or inherently the above recited limitation of claims 1 and 23. Based on the forgoing, it 
is submitted that the combination of Harper and Chou does not render claims 1 and 23 obvious. 
As such, Applicants respectfully request that the Examiner withdraw the rejection of claims 1 
and 23 based on Harper and Chou. 

Claims 1-10 and 23-35 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Harper in view of Chou, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 5,612,062 to Takahashi. 
Applicants traverse this rejection. 

As previously argued, Harper and Chou fail to disclose or suggest "magnetic field 
applying means for generating and applying a magnetic field to the stamper (or imprinter) to 
change direction of magnetic domains of the recording medium" as required by amended claims 
1 and 23. Takahashi describes a device for holding a stamper plate in a molding metal die by 
magnetic flux that is disposed at the center of the stamper plate. Takahashi, however, fails to 
disclose or suggest a magnetic field applying means for generating and applying a magnetic field 
to the stamper/imprinter to change direction of magnetic domains of the recording medium, 
as required by amended claims 1 and 23. The magnetic flux of Takahashi is employed merely 
for holding the stamper plate . As such, the combination of Harper with Takahashi would not 
achieve the device for contact patterning of magnetic recording media as recited by claims 1 and 
23 where changing the direction of magnetic domains of the recording media by the magnetic 
field is required for contact patterning. 
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Further, Applicants respectfully submit that it would not be obvious to combine Harper 
with Takahashi because the Takahashi reference is not analogous art to the present application. 
The technology of Takahashi is directed to injection molding of optical disc substrates such as 
CD-ROM (see, col. 1, lines 7-10 of Takahashi). And, the problems to be solved in Takahashi are 
equally cooling the molded disc without damaging the quality of the disc and dismounting the 
stamper plate from the disc cavity plate without damaging the stamper (see, col. 3, lines 25-50 of 
Takahashi). The problems in Takahashi are mainly caused by the use of high temperature during 
the molding (see, col. 2, line 61 to col. 3 line 5 of Takahashi). Further, since Takahashi targets 
molding a CD-ROM, there is no need to precisely control the position of the stamper. 

In contrast, the present application is directed to precision alignment of a 
stamper/imprinter in contact printing for magnetic recording media such as MO disks or hard 
disks, because the stamper includes nano-meter scale topography (see, page 1, lines 2-7 and page 
6, lines 7-18 of the present application). There is no need to use a high temperature. Thus, the 
contact patterning technology of the present application is completely different from the molding 
technology of Takahashi. As such, it would not be obvious to combine Harper with Takahashi to 
arrive at the subject matter of claims 1 and 23 because there is no motivation or suggestion to do 
so. 

Accordingly, the combination of Harper, Takahashi and Chou does not render claims 1 
and 23 or the dependent claims thereupon obvious. 

Therefore, for at least these reasons, it is respectfully submitted that claims 1-10 and 23- 
35 are patentably distinguishable over the cited references. Withdrawal of the foregoing 
rejections is respectfully requested. 
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New Claims 

New claims 36 and37, which depend from claims 1 and 23, respectively, recite direction 
of the magnetic field applied to the stamper being changeable (see, FIGS 2-3 of the present 
application). None of the cited references discloses or suggests the subject matter of claims 36 
and 37. In Takahashi, since the magnetic flux is used to hold the stamper plate, there is no need 
to change the direction of the magnetic flux. As such, claims 36 and 37 are patentable over the 
cited references for this reason in addition to the same reasons as claims 1 and 23. 

Conclusion 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, Applicants submit that this application 
should be allowed and the case passed to issue. If there are any questions regarding this 
Amendment or the application in general, a telephone call to the undersigned would be 
appreciated to expedite the prosecution of the application. 
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To the extent necessary, a petition for an extension of time under 37 C.F.R. 1.136 is 
hereby made. Please charge any shortage in fees due in connection with the filing of this paper, 
including extension of time fees, to Deposit Account 500417 and please credit any excess fees to 
such deposit account. 



Respectfully submitted, 



McDERMOTT WILL & EMERY LLP 




Brian K Seidleck 
Registration No. 51,321 



600 13 th Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20005-3096 
Phone: 202.756.8000 BKS:TS:lnm 
Facsimile: 202.756.8087 
Date: May 14, 2009 



Please recognize our Customer No. 49745 
as our correspondence address. 



16 



WDC99 1655521-1.050103.0541 



